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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 - 15 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 3, 8, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

4. Claims 3, 8 and 13 recite the limitation "recursive sliding block method" and 
"recursive overlapping block method. Both algorithms are not well known in the art and 
the specification fails to clearly describe the how they work. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 3, 8 and 1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 
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7. As per claims 3, 8 and 13, claims recite the limitation "recursive sliding block 
method" and "recursive overlapping block method." Both terms are indefinite since it is 
not known how the algorithms work. For purposes of examination the limitation will be 
interpreted to be methods of determining bytes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 1 , 6 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Wengrovitz et al. U.S. PG-Publication No. (2003/0128696). 

1 0. As per claims 1 , 6 and 1 1 , Wengrovitz discloses an encoder configured to 
receive a speech sample and generate an encoded voice packet from said speech 
sample, said encoded voice packet having a packet size and a plurality of bytes 
(Wengrovitz, Paragraph 0012), an encryption unit configured to receive a voice block 
and generate an encrypted voice block, said voice block having a block size, wherein 
said packet size is not divisible by said block size and yields a remainder (Wengrovitz, 
Paragraph 0043), and a packet block manager configured to divide said encoded voice 
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packet into a plurality of said voice blocks and provide said plurality of said voice blocks 
to said encryption unit, said packet block manager further configured to create a 
remainder voice block including remainder bytes of said encoded voice packet and 
additional bytes from said encrypted voice block and provide said remainder voice block 
to said encryption unit (Wengrovitz, Paragraph 0015). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 2-4, 7-9 and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wengrovitz et al. U.S. PG-Publication No. (2003/0128696) in view of 
Maes U.S. Patent No. (6,934,756). 

13. As per claims 2, 7 and 12, Wengrovitz fails to teach packet block manager 
applies a mask to said encrypted voice packet for determining said additional bytes. 
However, in an analogous art Maes teaches a teach packet block manager applies a 
mask to said encrypted voice packet for determining said additional bytes (Maes, Col. 
21 Lines 54 -64). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use Maes' conversational networking via transport coding and 
control protocols with Wengrovitz's secure Voice and data transmissions because it 



Application/Control Number: 10/600,930 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2134 

offers the advantage of padding to hide the payload in a packet (Maes, Col. 21 Lines 54 
-64). 

14. As per claims 3, 8 and 13, Wengrovitz fails to teach packet block manager 
executes one of a recursive sliding block method algorithm and a recursive overlapping 
block method algorithm for determining said additional bytes. However, in an 
analogous art Maes teaches packet block manager executes one of a recursive sliding 
block method algorithm and a recursive overlapping block method algorithm for 
determining said additional bytes (Maes, Col. 21 Lines 54-64). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use Maes' conversational networking via transport coding and 
control protocols with Wengrovitz's secure Voice and data transmissions because it 
offers the advantage of padding to hide the payload in a packet (Maes, Col. 21 Lines 54 
-64). 

15. As per claims 4, 9 and 14, Wengrovitz fails to teach using encoder G.711. 
However, in an analogous art Maes teaches using encoder G.71 1 (Maes, Col. 30 Lines 
34-38). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use Maes' conversational networking via transport coding and 
control protocols with Wengrovitz's secure Voice and data transmissions because it 
offers the advantage of using standard signal processing method for telephony. 
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16. Claims 5, 10 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wengrovitz et al. U.S. PG-Publication No. (2003/0128696) in view of Luby U.S. 
PG-Publication No. (2003/0219128). 

17. As per claims 5, 10 and 15, Wengrovitz fails to teach encryption unit employs 
Advanced Encryption Standard encryption. However, in an analogous art Luby teaches 
encryption unit employs Advanced Encryption Standard encryption (Luby, Paragraph 
0053). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to use Luby's Telephone subscriber unit with Wengrovitz's 
secure Voice and data transmissions because it offers the advantage of using block 
cipher encrypting to increase security. 



Conclusion 

18. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Roderick Tolentino whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-2661 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on (571) 272-3799. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Roderick Tolentino 

Examiner 

Art Unit 21 34 
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